put thee in the cleft of the roc k, anc 
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OSES and his. god contradict themfelves; for in 

Lt verfe 11 of this chapter itis thus written; ** And 
the Lord fpake unto Moles, face to face, as a man fpeak- 

eth unto his friend ;”. an in verle 20, thus, “* And he 
faid, thou canf{t not fee my fa for there fhall no man 
fee me and live. And the “yar faid, behold, there is a 
place by me, and thou-fhall ffand upon a rock; And it 


fall come to pals, while my glory patleth by; that 1 wil 
will cover thee with 


y | 
«lL, 1 
my hand while I pals by ; And I walt ake away my 
hand and thou fhalt fee my back parts; but my face fhall 
not be feen.” What a ftrange contradiction is here? ac- 
cording tothe rith verfe, Motes is talki ih ¢ 
face to face; and according to the 2oth verfe, this was 
impoflible without ptoducing inftant death. How are 
thefe inconfiftencies to’ be recon: eerie revealed 
this book he certainly’‘could have made it free from fuch 
gro{s and palpable errors; and if Mofes or any other man 
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wrote it he ought to have been afhamed of committing 
fuch egregious biunders. ‘To call fucha chapter as this 
divine revelation, is a departure from every thing which 
common fenfe and the reafon of man confider correct. 
This chapter cloles with a childifh, carious, kind of by 

and feek account of God and Moles among the rocks. 
Formerly Molzs had the honour of looking God full in 
the face; but now it feems he 1s reduced to the degrad- 
ed condition of being permitted to ge only the potteri- 
or parts of the  chageee divinity! What ftufi and nonfenie 
is all this! Have Chriftian be loess sno better 1 | 
Supreme Being than to fuppofé he is creeping about a- 
mong the rocks and mountains with Moles, and that he 
exhibits all the parts, form and appearance of a man /‘— 


abiurd as this is, yet fuch is the fact, and therefore their 
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book and their opinions predicated upon fuch a miferable 
relinguifhment of genuine ‘Theifm are falfe and merit not 
the attention of a reafonable being. ‘The only attention 
which ought to be paid to the book is, an expofition of 
its fallacies, and a refutation of its deftrutive errors. 





Ee ee Oe ee ee ee 


Theological Enquiries concluded. 





When aman fees his wife worfhip (to ufe the language 
of the church of England) another man with as much de- 
votion as himfelf he has reafon to be jealous ; but if the 
were only adicted to fondling a favourite parrot or lap- 
doz how filly and ridiculous he would make himfelf were 
1e to be jealous of the aniinal, and in his wrath dath out 
the poor creature’s brains ; yet —_ is the conduét of 
the cod of Moles, who de elight sin diftinguifhing himfelf 
by the title of jealous ;od, and under thefe circumftances 
it is peculiarly unfortunate for him that he is wedded to 
a people who are conftantly going a whoreing after other 


<.. 
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gods. Indeed if I muft take the liberty of deciding be- 
twixt the Hebrews and their god, I thoald fay that if he 
defired they fhouk him, and him ede. he fhould 
have uled them better and been more indulgent ; ; and a- 
bove all not tc have led them io often into temptation. 
Quitting for a moment the character of the god, and 
confideri ng the fubject as purely political, we fhall then 
fee it in its true hi she. It was Mofes that was jealous. 
Ifhe had fuffered the people of Ifrael to intermarry with 
the Mideanites, they would infenfibly have melted into 
the mals of that nation, and his power been reduced to 
a thadow—and more efpecially if he had fuflered a prince 
of Ifrael and a princefs of Midian to form an alliance. 
Therefore it was the political craft of Mofes to afcribe 
angerand jealoufy, pafiions with which his own bofom 
burned, to this imaginary god. This explanation is fur- 
ther elucidated by the fublequent condu& of Mofes with 
regard tothe Midianites, fer we read in Numb chap. 31 
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that he armed a 1000 of every tribe and fent to war a- 
gainft the Midianites, under the conduct of this fame 
Phinehas, the fon of Eleazor the prielt. 

When we look upon thefe actions as the work of Mofes 
we cannot help confidering him as a profound politician, 
equal even to Pitt himfelf ; but if they are to be alcribed 
to the Lord, the God of the Hebrews, it is evident, that 
he was not the true God, for he tells Mofes to avenge the 
children of Ifrael of the Midianites. Now the children 
of Ifrael had no caufe to feek revenge of the Midianites, 
who had done them no injury, but on the contrary had 
treated them with hofpitality, and it is probable that a 
majority of the Hebrews bore no animofity, or cheru hed 


97 T 


a {pirit of revenge againft the Midianites any more tha 
the people of the United States do at this moment againft 
the French. But Mofes as a political general has cauie 
of revenge ; for that reaion, and for no other, were the 
ignorant and eggregioufly duped Lraelites led into a war 
againtt their beft friends. a war that is marked with eve- 
ry attrocity that can poh ly be conceived by ~ mott 
diabolical mind, and all under the di: rection of the Lord , 
the wonder-working god of the Hebrews; for it 1s ex- 
prefsly faid that they warred againft the Midianites as 
the Lord commanded Mofes, and flew all the males! 
gave no quarter! what barbarians! Even ri, Rekem, 
Zur, Hur and Reba, five Kings of Midian, Balaam alfo 
the fon of Beor they flew with the {wor Balaam, their 


good friend, the incorruptible Balaam, who could not 
even be bribed todo them tne fmalleft injury, they fie 
with the itword! He who faid ble fe lis he who blefle ch 
thee, and curled is he that custeks: Lee, they flew with 
fword. What foul ingratituce! Bala am falls by the 
fword of the Hebrews for bleiling them and obeying their 


god, contrary to his own intercft. 

But what follows has no par allelin the hiftory of any 
nation, nor has its crueity been equalled by the mott 
mgpenary tyrant. Afcer the battle—in coth blood — 
every male among the little ones, and every woman th 
had known man, were ordered to be flain, and what rea. 
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fon is aflizned ?—Some woman had caufed the children 
ot Hrael to commit tre! pals againtt the Lord, and there- 
fore ali this wanton cruelt y is to be exerciled, and the 

innecent and guilty made to fall indifcriminately toge- 
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Profession of Fath from Rousseau, continued, 


2 

\e 
C Rapranf. + 1 er, ae + oe wins einen hre 
becaule, to give them fucn Wweigat, requires three 


things; the concurrence of which 1s im pollibte. Vhele 
are. th: fhania. ; eo heft it ; 
a e, that l bii¢ ud. 1t) the ee | {t pl iCe, v~ res W itnef{s to th S 
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acitvery of the prophecy; next, that | fhould be witnels 


to to the event: lailly, { hat it fhould be clearly demon- 


iitrated to me that fuch event could not have tollowed by 


T -, ‘ 
ccident: rorthough a prophecy were as preciie, clear, 
ind peterminate as an anxiom of g. euastne y; yet as the 
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er{picuity of a pred ition, made at random, does not 
ender the accomplifhment of it impofhible, that accom. 
i t, when it happens, proves nothing in fact con 
erning the fore-know!le: ge of him who predicted it.” 

ee, therefore, to what your pretended fuperna- 
ur miiracies and your prophecies reduce 
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ly of bellevine 
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them alion the credit of 
others, and of jubmitting the authority of God, {peaking 
o our reafon, asto that of man. If thofe eternal truths of 
| ftanding forms the ftrongelt cencepti- 
pcflibly be falfe, I can have no hope of ever ar- 
riving at certitude, and fofar from being capable of be- 


ny affured that you {peak to me from God, I cannoteven 
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allure d ot his exilitence.”” 

You fee, my child, how many difficulties muft be re- 
moved before our c:.putants cen agree ; nor are thele all. 
Among fo many diflerent religions, each of w hich pro- 
feribes and excludes the other, one only muft be true, if 
indeed there be fech a ene among them all. Now to 
ditcover which thjs is, it is mot enough to examine that 
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one ; it is neceflary to examine them all,as we fhould 
not, on any occafion whatever, condemn without a hear- 
ing. It is neceflary to compare objections with proofs, 
and to know what each objecttoin the reft, as weil as 

what the others have to offer in their defence. The 
more « — any fentiment or opinion appears demon- 
ftrated, the more narrowly it behoves us to enquire, what 
are the realous which prevent its opponents from fub- 
{cribing toit. We ee be very fimple, indeed, to think 
an attention to the theologifts of our own party fuffici- 


entto inftruéius in what our adverlaries have to offer. 
Where thall we find divines, of any periuafion, perfedly 
Canale and Honrel ? Dotheyv notall begin to weaken the 
arguments OF their opponents, vpelore they proces “1 to re- 
ae hem? KEachisthe oracle of bis party, and makes a 
reat figure among his partizans, with luch proofs as 
W saeia expole hin to ridicule among thole ofa different 
serfuafion. Are you irous of gain! ny information from 
bo ks? Whata fund of erud ion will not this require! 
flow many languages muft you learn! How many libra- 


ries mult you turn over! And who is to direct you in 


the choice of the books ? ‘here are hardly to be found 
° + , Le. 1 } ro +] " .* ’ a 
in any one country the beft books on the contrary fide of 


> 


the queltion, and {til lefs is itto beexpected we fhould 
find books on all ales "Vhe writings of the adverie and 
ablent party, w ere they found, would be very eafily re- 
futed. ‘The abfenr are aly ays in wae wrony; and the 


moft weak and infuflicient arguments, laid down with a 
ara sap arate: eafily efface the moit fenfible and va- 
lid, when expoied with contempt. Add to all this, that 
nothing is more itacious than books, nor exhibit lefs 
faithfully the fentiments of their writers. The judg- 
ment which you formed, for inftance, of the Roman Ca- 
tholic religion, from the the treatife of Rofluet, was very 
different from that which you acquired by refiding a- 
mongus. You have feen that the do&rines we maintain 
in our controverfies with the proves angs, are not thole 
which are taught the common p nope, 8 and that Roffluet’s 
book by noimeans-refembles the inftruGtions delivered 
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from the pulpit. ‘To form a proper judgment of any re- 
ligion, we are not to deduce its tenets from the books of 
its profeffors ; ; we muff go and learn it among the people. 
Fac h fect have their peculiar traditions, their cultoms, 
and modes of acceptation, which conftitute the peculiar 
m (their fait; all which fhould be taken into cone 
fideration when we form ajudgment of their religion. 
Hlow many conifiderable na ens are there, who print 
no books of their own, and read none of ours! How are 
they to judge of our opinions, or we of theirs? We laugh 
at them, they delpife us; and though our travellers have 
turned them into ridicule, they need only to travel among 
us, to ridicule vs in thetr turn. In what country are 
there not to be found ier of lente and fincerity, friends 
of truth, who require only to know, in order to embrace 
it? And yet every one imagines truth confined to his 
own particular fyitem, and thinks the religion of all o- 
ther nations inthe world abiurd; thefe foreign modes, 
therefore, cannot be in reality fo very abfurd as they ap- 
pear, or the apparent reafonablenefs of ours is lets real. 
We have three principal religions in Europe. One 
admits only of one revelation, another of two, and the 
third of three. Each holdsthe other in deteftation, ana- 
thematizes its profeflors, accules them of ignorance, ob- 
fiinacy and fallehood. What impartial perfon will pre- 
fume to decide between them, without having firlt exam- 
ined their proofs, and heard their reafons? ‘That which 
admits only ofone revelation is the mott ancient, and 
feems the lealt difputal ile - that which admits of tliree i. 
the moft modern, and | eems to be the mott confiflent; 
that which admits of two, and rejedts the third, may pofli. 
bly be the beft; butit hath certainly every prepoflefhon 
again{t it: its inconfiltency {tares one full in the face. 
In all thefe three revelations, the facred books are 
written in languages unknown to the people who 
believe in them. ‘The Jews no longer underftand 
Hebrew; the chriftians neither Greek nor Hebrew ; the 
‘Turks and Perfians underftand no Arabick; and evel 
the modern Arabs themfelves {peak not the language ¢ 
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Mahomet. Is not this a very fimple manner of inftruct- 
ing mankind, by talking to them always ina language 
which they do not comprehend? But thefe books, it will 
be faid, are tranflated; a mighty pretty anfwer! Who 
can aflure me they are tranflated faithfully, or that it is 
even poflible they fhould be fo? Who can give me a fuf- 
ficient reafon why God, when ke hath a mind to {peak to 
mankind, fhould ftand in need of an interpreter ? 

I can never conceive, that what every man is indif- 
penfably obliged to know, can be fhut up in thefe books : 
or that he who is incapaciated to underftand them, or the 
perfons who explain them, will be punifhed for involun- 
tary ignorance.. But we are always plagueing ourfelv: 
with books. What afrenzy! Becaufe Europe is full « 
books, the Europdans conceive them to be indifpenfable, 
without reflecting that three fourths of the world know 
nothing at all about them. Are notal. books written by 
men: How greatly, therefore, muft man have ftood in 
need of them, to inftru@ him in his duty; and by what 
means did he come tothe knowledge of fuch duties, be- 
fore books were written? Either he muft have acquired 
fuch knowledge himfelf, or it mult have been totally dif- 
penfed with. 

We, Roman Catholicks, make a great noife about the 
authority of the church: but what do we gain by it, ifit 
requires as many proofs to eftablith this authority as ot! 
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fects require immediately to e{tab' rines ? 
The church determines that the church hath a right to 
determine. Is not this afpecial ‘proof of its authority: 
And yet depart from this, and we enter into endlefs di- 
cuflions. 

Do you know many Chriftians, who have taken the 
pains to examine carefully into what the Jews have al- 


ledged againft us? Ifthere are a few who know jome- 
thing of them, it is from what they have met with in 
the writings of Chriftians: a very pretty manner truly 
of inftructiug themfelves in the arguments of their op- 
ponents! But, what can be done? if any one fthould 
dare to publifh among us fuch books as openly clpoule 








the caule of judaifm, we fhould punifh the author, the 

eclitor, and the bookfeller*. 
mient, and very fure to make US ages in the right. 
We can refute at pleafure thofe who are alraid to fpeak. 


us policy is very conve- 


Taole amony us, allo, who have an opp yrtunity to 
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unhappy peo} le know they lie at our mercy: the ty- 
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ranny we exerciie over theia, renders them juftly timid 
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us with zeal, and they are too rich not to be ever in the 
wrong. 

the moft fenfible and learned among them are the 
noft circumfpect and relerved. We a a convert, 
perhaps, ot lome wretched hireling. to calunminiate his 
lect; let a parce lot pitiful brokers difputing, who give 
up the point ncisty to gratify us; but while we triumph 
over the ignorance or meanneis of fuch wretched oppo- 
nents, the learned among them imile in contemptuous 
filence at our folly. 
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« Among a thoufand known in! 
Ti} e Catho ic cdivines ot 


fands in no need of comment. 
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had very nigh invotved himielfin rain, by being fimply 
of opinion that fucn of them might be prejerved as did 
not relateto Chriftianity, or treated of maiters forel 
to religion. 
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